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'STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY PETE WILSON, Govemnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BOX 23440

OAKLAND, CA 94523-0660

{510} 2844444

TOD (510} 286-4454 January 12, 1994
SM-82-22.43
SCH: 93121003
SMO082146

Mr. Malcolm C. Carpenter, City Planner
Town of Colma .
1198 El Camino Real

Colma, CA 94014

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR): Colma Cardrooms. Four
cardroom applications for four (4) separate sites; one of the sites will be
selected for implementation. Project sites are near State Route (SR) 82,

El Camino Real.

Dear Mr. Carpenter:

Thank you for including the California State Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) in the environmental review process. We have reviewed the above
referenced draft and forward the following comments:

1. The proposed mitigation measure of changing the signal phasing and

timing at the interséction of Serramonte Boulevard and Junipero Serra Al
Boulevard will require that the intersection be widened to accommodate the
overlapping left turn movements. The' DEIR does not address the widening

issue. Please clarify.

2. For sites B or C, the PM peak hour traffic volume on northbound SR 82
right turns will increase by 39% and 54%, respectively. Will there be any A2
provision for a new right turn lane to accommodate the additional traffic

generated by the project?

Also, for sites B or C, the PM peak hour traffic volume on westbound
Serramonte Boulevard left turns will increase by 42% and 45%, respectively. A3
Will there be any provision for a new left turn lane to accommodate the

additional traffic?

3. It is more likely that because of the nature of this project, the peak hour

traffic periods for this project would occur on weekends, perhaps between Ad
Friday and Sunday. Therefore, the weekday trip generation data presented in
the DEIR may not be valid and may be quite low. Please clarify.

4. We strongly suggest that the project proponent participates in a traffic

II-2
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January 12, 1994
Page 2

mitigation fee program to pay for or share iri the costs of all traffic
improvements required as a result of the project or the city may consider AS
creating an assessment district to collect transportation improvement fees.

5. Any work performed within the State right-of-way will require an
encroachment permit from Caltrans. A completed application, A6
environmental documentation, and five sets of maps should be submitted to

the following address:

Mr. Bob Cashion, Chief
Caltrans District 4
Maintenance - Permits
P. O. Box 23660
Oakland, CA 94623-0660

We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on this project and wish
to continue close correspondence on any new developments. Should you have
any questions regarding these comments, please contact Salimah As-Sabur of my

staff at (510) 286-5583.

Sincerely,

JOE BROWNE
District Director

by .
Lve / Ly

BLESILDA H. GEBREYESUS

Senior Transportation Planner

cc: Mark Goss, SCH
Craig Goldblatt, MTC
Patricia Perry, ABAG
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Response

Al

A2,

A3,

Ad.

Because the current lane configuration on Serramonte Boulevard approaches at its
intersection with Junipero Serra Boulevard has exclusive left-turn lanes (i.e., there are no
lanes shared by left-turning and through vehicles), there would be no need for

intersection widening,

The commenter does not identify the intersections at which the stated traffic increases
would occur, but it is assumed that the commenter is referring to the intersection of

El Camino Real and Serramonte Boulevard. The proposed project would increase p.m.
peak-hour right turns on northbound El Camino Real at Serramonte Boulevard by

46 vehicles (+31 percent) if the cardroom were located at Site B and by 62 vehicles
(+41 percent) if located at Site C. The percentage increases given in the comment
appear to be cumulative increases from the existing number of right turns. The p.m.
peak-hour level of service (LOS) would be an acceptable LOS D or better under the

alternate sites, and there would not be a need for a new right-turn lane.

'The proposed project would increase p.m. peak-hour left turns on westbound Serramonte
Boulevard at El Camino Real by 45 vehicles (+28 percent) if the cardroom were located
at Site B and by 54 vehicles (+33 iaercent) if located at Site C. As stated above, the
percentage increases given in the comment appear to be cumulative increases from the
existing number of right turns, and because the p.m. peak-hour service level would be an
acceptable LOS D or better under the alternate sites, and there would not be a need for a

new left-turn lane.

The critical analysis period is weekday peak commute hours because of the highest
traffic volumes occur at these times. It is acknowledged that the proposed cardroom
would generate its peak level of activity, and traffic, on weekends. Weekend traffic and
weekday evening/night traffic, however, are typically (not holiday shopping fimcs)
lower, and therefore, the addition of increased casino traffic on weekends would not be
expected to produce the highest total traffic volumes at areawide intersections. For this
reason, the EIR evaluated traffic conditions during the weekday a.m. and p.m. peak

hours.

-4
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

This recommendation is noted. The Town will consider the recommendation when
developing conditions of approval for the selected project. This comment does not

directly address the adequacy of the EIR. No further response is required.

Comment noted. This process will be followed should any work be performed within

the State right-of-way.

II-5
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415/877-853%
FaX 871-7318

Jaouary 12, 1994

Malcolm Carpenter
Planning Department
1198 Ei Camino Real
Colma, CA 94104

Re: Colma Cardrooms DEIR

Mr. Carpenter:

The City of South San Francisco has reviewed the DEIR for several cardrooms at
various locations in the Town of Colma.

As stated in the letter of July 9, 1994 South San Francisco will be a responsible agency

for purposes of review. We question the appropriateness of the Town of Colma being

the Iead agency for site #E given that the parking lot will located in the City of South B1
San Francisco. Cur jurisdiction will experience circulation and traffic impacts and calls

for police service {since most security problems tend to occur in the parking lot).

We observe that site #B is now listed as an alterpative in the DEIR. Please clarify the
significance. It was not possible to evaluate the impacts of this alternative because the B2
information was incomplete. Please provide more information akin to that provided for

the other cardrooms.

As requested in our July 9, 1993 letter in response to the NOP, we would like to have a
briefing, so that we may more fully understand the project and provide appropriate
<omments,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR. If you have any questions,
please contact me at 877-8535.

II-6
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Date: January 12, 1994
To: Maleolm C. Carpenter
Re: Colma Cardrooms DEIR

Page 2

Sincerely,

Steve Carlson, Senior Planner

Attachments: City of South San Francisco Staff Comments

88°d CELB9686

a1

-7
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South San Francisco DEIR Comments

1. A portion of site #E is within to the City of South San Francisce. Also, apparently,

the Hickey Boulevard Extension project will necessitate acquiring a portion of the site B3
and widening of Mission Road for an estimated couple hundred feet. This information

should be in¢cluded in the environmental review.

2. Provide dimepsioned ﬁians for alternative #E, including the site plans, building
elevations and floor plans of all proposed structures. The site plan should juclude the B4

parking ot layout and landscape plan.
3. The DEIR should inciude an assessment of other site alternatives.

4. Based on field observation site #E consists of fill which appears to contain debis,
Because the site has apparently been an uncontrolled fill and presumably without benefit BS
of City approval, the soil should be assessed for contaminants including toxic and/or
hazardous material. According to the DEIR, the site contains vegetation indicative of B6
wetlands. A wetland delineation by the Corps of Engineers (COE) appears in order to
determine the extent and value of the wetland. Such a determination should be made a2
mitigation measure and 1o oceur prior to development. Additionally the COE and State B7
Department of Fish and Game should be added to the reviewing agencies.

5. Construction impacts for each cardroom and the alternative should be delineated BS
including soil haul routes, houis of operation, duration, and noise effects.

6. Because site #E is near the El Camino Real High School and has a pedestrian

gasement the South San Francisco Unified School District should be consulted. The B9
location of the buildings and possible fencing could narrow the view of the walkway from

the public right-of-way and could ¢reate a haven for crime. o

7. The proposed projects will create potentially adverse traffic impacts especially on the
Mission Road site aud the off-site parking lot on EI Camino Real. The circulation B10
impacts are of special concern because they will affect South San Francisco.

A traffic study should be required for all the proposed project t0 assess the trafficand  RB11
circulation impacts both on-site and off-site and to pedesirian safety. -

The traffic analysis for site #E should include pedestrian safety, should incorporate

relevant portions of the Hickey Boulevard Extension EIR, ar analysis of turning

movements on Mission Road in the project vicinity, on-site circulation, project driveway
sight-line distance, projected cumulative development contributing to traffic volumes on B12
Mission Road and the widening of Mission Road. Recommendations should be included

in the traffic study to mitigate the traffic impacts.

-8

mEe sreonocac ni SAIHT Y ESH=-MATNAAMNED WA WAAA: 7Y PERT-6T-T8



8. The mitigation of archaeological resources should require that a qualified

Archaeologist should be required review the construction plans and prepare a repost

including recommendations to protect potential resources. A common requiremnent

would include that the archaeologist be present on site during any grading or foundation

work to evalnate any finds and that a final report be prepared regarding the construction B13
and site assessment. Reliance on an untrained contractor to recognize is questionable if

the resource is to be protected and the mitigation measure to be effective,

9, Adverse social impacts to surrounding communities of gambling should be analyzed B14
including gambling addiction and criminal activities.

10. Alternative #E is not viewed favorably by our jurisdiction because of the close

proximity to Et Camino Real High School Significant adverse impacts to the Police

services would oceur in relation to overflow parking onto adjacent properties and strects,

-traffic congestion, increased crime related calls-for-service, jurisdictional policing B1S
problems, conflicts with our municipal code and general plan and adverse design impacts

on the Hickey Boulevard extension.

11. We are concerned that the DEIR states that housing effects in our jusisdiction would
not be significant without providing the factual basis on which this assertion is based. We
are especially concerned that our copumunity zlong with Daly City are apparently singled
out to bear the burden of the housing impacts. The DEIR notes that the majority of
employees in the cardrooms would be low income households. Please note that the type
of housing being constructed in South Sar Francisco is middle to upper middle income
priced housing. The facts and conclusions regarding South San Francisco housing in the
DEIR are questionable without 2 much greater level of analysis. For example the city B16
has approved only a total of approximately 460 units and all of these are stalled projects
that are not likely to be restarted or completed in the near future. The housing study
should be expanded 1o explain that what vacancy rates are necessary in thata housing
market is functioning adequately, determine size of households and umit sizes needed to
meet this demand, the type of housing needed by these future employees the number,
location, vacancy rates for this sub-market, and price of these units. These dwelling units
may be in very short supply; consequently, the impact may be understated. The proposed
mitigation measures should be more specific as to timing and the type and amount of
housing projected to be produced. |

12. The South San Francisco Sewage Treatment Plant is currently treating approximately

7.6 MGD. The preliminaty reports of a plant capacity study has tentatively determined '
it's capacity to be in the range of 8-9 MGD. The final capacity study is underway aad is B17
due out in March-April 1994. The DEIR should be revised to include this information.

II-9

BT 4 POCRSEAR oL STIHINESHEINIRMD  Wodd WJIAT:2T PeeT-61-18



[

b WS

LAV

| S

e

"

T03

FROM

. CITY OF SOUTH SAK FRANCIBCO INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUN

pate: January 18, 1994

Steve Carlson, Senior Planher

Denniis Chuck, Associate Civil Engineer 23C

SOBSECT: Colma Card Room

I have reviewsd the subject Environmental Document and have the
1

1.

- following comments,

The traffic counts were taken on a Tuesday through Thursday
period, A full five-day work week would more adegquately show
the traffic characteristics of the intersections.

Concerning Project Trip Generation, what is the assuned
percentage of patrons and employees who would utilize public

transportation.

concerning Project Trip Distribution, what are the limits of
the core market area in terms of distance of travel.

In youxr report the future traffic volumes are increased by one
percent instead of two percent. The footnote seems to
conflict with the referenced sentence. '

II-10
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO

Response

Bl1.

B2.

B3.

B4.

BS.

B6.

The project sites under consideration by the Town of Colma (Sites A, B, C & D) are all
located within the Town. It is therefore appropriate for the Town to be the Lead Agency,

since it will have permitting authority for these sites.

As stated on page V-1 of the DEIR, Site E was originally submitted to the Town as a
potential project, but was later withdrawn. Since Site E was once considered a potential
project, it was included in the the EIR as it met the criteria for a project alternative under
Section 15126 (d) of the CEQA Guidelines. Consistent with CEQA, the potential
impacts of developing Site E were considered relative (or in comparison) to the potential
environmental impacts of the alternative project sites (Sites A, B,C& D) under
consideration for approval by the Town of Colma. Since Site E was included in the EIR
as an alternative and not as a project, the description of Site E and the analysis of the
impacts of the potential environmental impacts that may be associated with that site are
at a less detailed level than for the project sites, consistent with Section 15126 (d) of the
CEQA Guidelines.

Comment noted. Please see response to B2,
Comrment noted. Please see response to B2,
The comment is noted. It may be true that Site E conatins fill and debris. It is possible

that there might be hazardous or toxic contaminants in this debris. Therefore, the

following text is added to the second paragraph of the discussion of Site E in the

- Geology Section of the DEIR, and to the first paragraph of the Hydrology Section

discussion:

"Site E contains fill that appears to contain debris, It is not known what the source
of type of debris here consists of. Should Site E be reconsidered as the location for
the Colma Cardroom, an evaluation of the soil should be done to determine if any
unknown hazardous or toxic materials exist whose source is the above-mentioned
debris."

Comment noted. Please see response to B2.

II-11
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

B7. Comment noted. Please see response to B2. This mitigation measure has been identified
for the project sites under consideration by the Town. Mitigation measures are not
developed specifically for alternatives since their impacts are compared to the project,

and they are not under consideration for approval.

BS. Construction operational hours and noise impacts are discussed under impact 1 for each
of the sites in the noise section of the DEIR, beginning on Page 4. K-9. Mitigation
recommended for identified impacts includes requiring construction contractors to limit
noisy construction activities to the least noise-sensitive times (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday). The Site E Alternative is not located near sensitive receptors

and construction noise is not anticipated to be a significant impact at this site.

i 3 Refer tw g
Duration of the construction period depends on the extent of construction proposed for Toble T
each site. Construction periods estimated by each projth/ Sponsor were 2{\ onths for
Site A, 6 to 9 months for Site B, and 9 months for Sit D -No-construction-period-was
—estimated for Site-C by the sponsor, but based upon-the-degree. efﬁconst-ruet-ion-proposéd

and the-estimates-of-the-other-sponser;-would probably-be-9-months-or-less—

Soil haul routes would vary for each site. Routes would use major arterials and approach
from Hillside Boulevard for Site A, and from Hillside Boulevard, Serramonte Boulevard,
and El Camino Real for Sites B, C, and D respectively. These three roadways are
designated as major highways and intermittent soil haul trips are not expected to

appreciably alter the noise environment during designated construction hours.

B9. Comment noted. On page V.10, under the Public Services and Utilities heading, the
DEIR states that "Site E is in close proximity to a public High School and a residential
neighborhood and would present additional security problems to the Colma Police
Department."

B10. Comment noted. Please see response to B2.

B11l. Comment noted. Please see response to B2.

B12. Comment noted. Please see response to B2.

II-12



B13.

B14.

B15.

II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

The cardroom project at Site E is more similar to the proposed cardroom project at

Site D than Site C since the cardroom project at Site D would involve earthmoving
activities and the cardroom project at Site C would involve renovation of an existing
building with minimal earthmoving activities. Therefore, the second sentence of the first

paragraph on page V-9 has been modified to read:

"The impact to unknown prehistoric cultural resources during construction
activities at Site E would be the same as that described for Site D."

To ensure that any previously unknown prehistoric archaeological resources are
protected, Mitigation Measure H.D-1 on pages IV.H-7 and IV.H-8 has been modified to

read:

"Mitigation Measure H.D-1: Prior to excavation and construction, the prime
construction contractor and any subcontractor(s) would be cautioned on the legal
and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying cultural resources or
removing artifacts, human remains, bottles, and other cultural materials from the
project site. In the event that any prehistoric and/or historic cultural resources are
accidentally discovered during construction activities, all work within 100 feet of
the resources shall be halted and the cardroom developer will consult a qualified
archaeologist to assess the significance of the find. If the find is determined to be
an important prehistoric cultural resource, the project's schedule will be altered
and the cardroom developer will that assure either "in situ" preservation or salvage
excavation will be accomplished.

Comment noted. According to Section 15131 of the CEQA Guidelines, economic and
social impacts need only be analyzed in an EIR if they would result in physical changes
to the environment. In that respect, the EIR has included an analysis on potential
housing impacts that may result from any the poiential projects. However, it is not
expected that the potential for gambling addiction would result in physical changes to
the environment. The Public Services section of the DEIR related to Police Services
discusses the potential for additional criminal activities and identifies mitigation

measures.
Comment noted. Alternative E was not considered as a potential project site. See

Response to Comment B2. Section V of the DEIR (pages V.5 -V10), discusses the

potential environmental impacts that may be associated with Site E.

II-13
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B16.

B17.

B18.

B19.

B20.

II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

As described in the DEIR (see p. IV.F.7-9) it was not assumed that every cardroom
employee would generate a demand for housing. Some jobs would be expected to be
filled by residents in the Town, and some would also be expected to be filled by persons
already living in the general area. Any increased housing demand outside of Colma

would be expected to be absorbed by several communities, and therefore not significant.

The comment is noted. The following text should be added to the Hydrology Section-
under "Applicable Regulations - Water Quality", following the last paragraph:

"The South San Francisco Sewage Treatment Plant currently treats approximately
7.6 million gallond daily (MGD). The preliminary reports of a plant capacity
study by the City of South San Francisco have determined the capacity to be in the
range of 8 to 9 MGD. A final capacity study is underway and should be completed
by March or April 1994."

Analyses of traffic impacts for environmental review are conducted under representative
average traffic conditions. Traditionally, traffic volumes on midweek days (Tuesday to
Thursday) are used to present average conditions, with Mondays and Fridays

experiencing traffic volumes with more variations, thus not average conditions.

No estimate was made of the number of patrons that would use transit. As described on
pages IV.I-16 and IV.I-17 of the DEIR, trip generation estimates were limited to vehicle
trips on the basis of surveys conducted at existing cardrooms located in Emeryville and
San Bruno during the a.m. and p.m. peak traffic periods (i.e., 7:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and
4:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.). People were counted as they entered and exited from the
existing facilities, and the number of people in each vehicle that came to the facilities .

were counted.

Distribution of vehicle trips generated by the proposed Colma cardroom (see

Table IV 1.6, page IV.I-18, in the DEIR) was made on the basis of the likely core market
areas for cardroom patrons, and a limited number of patrons traveling by private vehicle
from longer distances (patrons from greater distances would be expected to be attracted
by the availability of bus service provided by the cardroom operator). In general, the
project applicants stated that the Northern Peninsula would be the core market area for
cardroom patrons. It was therefore assumed for the EIR analysis that the core market
would encompass an area from San Francisco to State Route 92. No traffic from the

North Bay areas was assumed, and East Bay traffic was expected to be limited because

II-14
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B21.

I. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

of The Oaks casino in Emeryville and a new cardroom proposed in San Pablo. In
addition, the proximity of BART to Colma and a BART shuttle to/from the cardroom

locations would attract East Bay patrons away from auto travel.

The EIR text states that existing through traffic was increased by one percent per year to
reflect growth in regional traffic not associated with project-specific developments. The
footnote is an explanation of why a rate of one percent per year was used instead of two
percent per year. If no development projects from outside Colma were included in the
analysis of cumulative traffic, a growth rate of two percent per year (Colma's usual ‘
ambient growth rate) would have been used. Because projects in South San Francisco
and Daly City were included, however, it was judged that using a two percent per year
growth rate would have overestimated traffic growth on roadways in the study area, and

a onge percent per year rate was used,

II-15
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g  South San Francisco ‘Ung’ﬁezf School District

ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, 328 "B* STREET

ATARNISTRATION
Ov. Richani ., g SOUTH SAN FRANCISCD, CALIFORNIA 84080
Buperinmndart {816} 8778700 Fax - (#15) 588-4717

Japnuary 14, 1994

Mr. Malcolm C. Carpenter
City Pianner

Town of Colma

1198 E1 Camino Real
Colma, California 94014

Dear Mr., Carpenter:

BOARD OF TRUSTEES

Romolo J. Bramohi
Shirles Hoch
Raymond Latham
Bonnls . Ng Los
Victocla Van Schelt

This letter ig in respomse to the Draft Environmentsl Impact Report

(EIR) dated December 1,
in the Town.of Colms.

1993 for the Proposed Colma Cardroom Project

" The EIR analyzes the four cardroom project proposals submitted to the
Town of Colma and one alternative project location.

The EIR is intended

to inform governmental decision-mekers and the public about potential

gignificant environmental
oceur with implementation.

effects of the proposed project that could

The Board of Trustees of the South Sam Francisco Unified School District

in the following key
(2.)

will address concerns
student, staff and commumity safety,

areac: (1.) Effects on

Lend use compatibility and

potential Impact on school facilities and (3.) Increase in treffic.

{1.) Efifects onlstudent. sraff and commmity

gafety

El Camino High Schcol is located at

border of the
Other schools

1320 Miesion Rosd on the

Town of Colma and City of South San Francisco.
that are close to the proposed project areas

are Sunshime Cardens Elementary School (1200 Miller Avenue),
Hillside Elementary School (1400 Hillside Boulevard) and Parkway

Heights Middle School (825 Park Way).

The location of a 24 hour cerdroom in close proximity to schools

would present additional gacurity pr
Francisco Unified School District.

Mission Road is totally unacceptable
just ascross from El Camino High School.

In the opinion of the Colma Police
Service), the nature of a gambling

oblems to the South San
Alternative site "“E" on
becauge of 4ite 1leocation

(Section 1V. M -~ Public
operation would make the

project conducive
of gang activity,

does not agree that the mitigation measure Te orted 1in the
EIR adequately deals with the riBke Lo studente and St&lf_oOFf

rcblems

to illicit activity and related
istrict

robbery and drug activity. The School

7 hour gambling near 8chools.

II-16
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Mr. Malcolm C. Carpenter
City Planner

Town of Colma

Page 2

(2.) Land use compatibility

The EIR does mot adequately address the significant potential

for wvandalism and security problems on District area school
sites (Section 1V. A « Environmental Setting). The District
believes that 24 hour gembling establishments conflict with oy
established educational uses of en area and especially when
located close to the border of the Gity of South San Francisco

and El Camino High School.

The development of 24 hour gambling will increase the housing
demands in South San Francisco (Section IV. F - Housing).
The impact on the South San Framcisco Unified School District
would be “significant" because of the potential for increases
in student enrollment and related needs for increased facilities. 3
Also, more employees in the area will increase the demands
for child care for employees' childrem, Area schoole are
currently operating at capacity. The EIR doeg not adequately
address the impact of additional employees in the area on public

school services.
(3.2 Increase inm traffic (IV. T - Trangportation)

The development of cardrooms would add additional vehicle trips
to the road network in the surrounding area, increasing the
number of vehicles traveling through the area. The mitigations gy
do include improvements in traffic control which would improve
traffic flow; however, the District believes that the impact
would remain 'significant" - wnot reduced in ’less than

gignificant” as reported in. the EIR.

In summary, the South San Francisco Unified School District's Board
of Trustees do not agree that the proposed mitigation measures adequately

address the issues of 24 hour gambling on erea schools. The District
does not have funds to deal with possible demands for additfonal gecurity

and the need for mote ¢classroom space to serve the increase 4in student
population resulting from additional employees in the area.

respond to the EIR, Please contact

Thank you for the opportunity to
ditional informstion on the responses

the Pistrict if I can provide ad
contained in this letter.

Sincerely,

Yasee By,
anice B. Smith

Agsistant Superintendent/
Business Services

B

TOTAL F.83

I-17
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Responge
Cl. On page V.10, under the Public Services and Utilities heading, the DEIR states that "Site

C2.

C3,

C4.

E is in close proximity to a public High School and a residential neighborhood and
would present additional security problems to the Colma Police Department.". This
means that relative to the other project alternatives (sites A, B, C and D), the Site E
alternative would create additional demands on the Colma Police Department.. As noted
previously, Site E was an alternative that was considered and rejected. Sites A, B, C &
D are those that are under consideration for the project. The mitigations related to thé
additional police services included in section IV.M Public Services and Utilities are not

mtended to directly address the issues associated with Site E.
See response to comment B9.
See response to comment B16,

The EIR's analysis of the effects of traffic generated by each of the cardroom proposals
was conducted on the basis of changes to the level of service (LOS) at 18 intersections in
the area surrounding the alternate sites. The concepts of, and analysis methodologies
for, level of service are discussed on pages IV.I-6 to IV.I-10 of the DEIR. On the basis
of the Significance Criteria established for traffic effects (described on page IV.I-15 of
the DEIR), a signiﬁcani traffic impact was identified, for each proposed site, at the
intersection of Serramonte Boulevard and Junipero Serra Boulevard during the p.m. peak
hour. At all other study intersections, the proposed cardroomé would either not chénge
the level of service, or the resulting service level would not fall below LOS D, the
minimum acceptable LOS. A mitigation measure was identified for the impact at
Serramonte / Junipero Serra that would improve the future level of service to LOS D,

and on that basis the project impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.
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COLMA CARDROOM PROJECT
COMMENTS AT. 1/12/94 CITY COUNCIL DEIR HEARING

Betiy Jane Pinto
The Town of Colma will benefit by the income from a Cardroom. Each of the four
applicants has spent a lot of money to submit their praposals and each seems D1

qualified. Can the City Courcil consider approving all four? Can the appli-
cations of the applicants who are not selected remain qualified for possible

later approval?

NOTE: Some discussion followed these comments. The City Attorney noted that
Colma’s Ordinance anly allows one cardroom with Colma’s current residential
population. Additional cardrooms would be considered when the population
increases. The Council expressed concern that this is a new, untested land use
in Colma and they would like to see how one works out before others are
approved. It was alsc noted that the Ordinance could be amended by a vote of
Colma’s registered voters to madify the regulations applicable to the number of
cardrooms that could be in operation relative to the resident population of the

Town.

Tom Prige

Mr. Price, Site C applicant, said that he thought all of the applicants

probably put together their application materials rather quickly in order to

meet City deadlines and may not have had time to work out a1l of the details of )9
their proposals. With respect to off-street parking, for instance, he noted

that the original proposal for Site C provided about 600 parking spaces;

however, he can commit 90CG spaces in order to make sure that City regulations.

are met. -

Mr. Price also noted that there is an average number of employees needed to
praperly operate a cardroom. The average can be obtained by comparing the

number of employees to the number of tables for existing, operating clubs, He I3
suggested that some of the other cardroom proposals may not have an accurate
estimate of the number of employees that will be needed, and the amount of
off-street parking ihat they propose may therefore he inaccurate.

Mr. Price noted that, for Site C, they have offered mitigation for security as
part of the preject. Built in mitigation includes providing a police sup- D4
station on the Cardroom site and providing a fuli-time accountant.

Mr. Price noted that Site C is already developed. At the Time the original
construction was done a significant amount of grading was required and numerous
truckloads of debris were hauled off. MNo cultural rescurces were encountered [)5
in the area of the Cardroom proposal, and work necessary to remodel the

existing facilities to accommodate a cardroom will not affect any area not

aTready graded for previously completed improvements.

11-19
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Comments at City Council Cardroom DEIR Hearing
1712794

Mike Pacelli

Mr. Pacelli spoke on behalf of the Site D applicants. He presented written
comments to the City Council and pointed out one comment in particular. The
specific comment is that there seems to be an inconsistency in the DEIR where
Table IV.A-2 lists non-significant impacts from the proximity of cemeteries for-1)6
Sites A, 8 and C but lists Site D as significant., He noted that Sites A, B and

C 211 abut cemeteries and that only Site D does not. He noted that later at

page IV.A-19 this inconsistency is corrected.

Mayor Ray Boudewyn
Mayor Boudewyn noted that the EIR states there is a site with prehistoric D7

cultural resources within one mile of Colma. He asked where the site is
Toeated?

I11-20
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

TOWN OF COLMA, COMMENTS ON 1/12/94 PUBLIC HEARING

Response

D1.

D2.

D3.

D4.

D5.

Deé6.

D7.

This comment does not directly address the adequacy of the EIR. No response is

required.

This comment is acknowledged. The Town will consider the additional parking when

4s
developing conditions of approval, should this site be selected fi:s”the preferred project.

The EIR evaluates the potential environmental impacts of the projects as described in the
applications made to the Town. Each cardroom applicant estimated the number of
employees needed to operate the facility. The formula established by the Town to
determine off-site parking included other factors in addition to number of employees
(see p. IV-1-25 of the DEIR). Should these factors change with final design, the off-site

parking requirements would also change.

Comment noted. Please see Mitigations Measures M.C-1 and M.C-3, which,
respectively, describe the need to provide additional police and accounting services

related to Site C. These mitigations will be incorporated into the project.

The commenter is correct in noting that the likelihood of disturbing unknown prehistoric
archaeological resources at Site C is minimal. However, given the location of Site C, the
mitigation measure presented on p. IV.H-7 is warranted to provide guidance to

construction contractors should any earthmoving activities be necessary.

The commenter is correct in that Site D does not directly abut cemetery use. However,
Site D does abut a single family residence and this was identified as a conflict with
surrounding land use. The impact statement in Table IV.A.2 in changed to state
"Development of the project could conflict with surrounding land uses," to encompass

all of the impacts considered. 3 Mo ol

! ¢+
g Fadf
\ ,J i =

~.i,£‘r/.|‘ ;Ar- (/\'1'.,/ T4

Due to the sensitive nature of prehistoric archaeological resources, the locations of
known resources are not made public to minimize the likelihood that disturbance to

those resources would occur.
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Buard of Fire

Comnrissionoers
Geolfrey €. Balon

COLMA FIRE DISTRICT =%

N K=
50 REINER STREET H
COLMA. CALIFORNIA 94014 1 . ) Fire Chief
. . Lt T f Robert V. Benedeuti
Phone (415} PLaza 3-3666 ‘géak;:c»,J
nu#'
Fire Marsbal

Martin R, Cortesi

Gury C. Srabiun

Robert R. Mullins

Decemoer 14, 1993

Mr, Mzlcolm Carventer
City Planner

Town of
1128 71

Colma
Camino Beal

Colma, C4& F431L

Subject:

Deazr Vr,

Draft "nvircnmentel Impact Report
Colme Cardroom Projecw
Colmz, C& 9LO1L

Carpenter:

This will acknowledge receipt of the Draft "nvironmental Impact Report for The subject

nroject.

This docuwnent may be further identified by date of December 1, 1333 Urenarﬂd
? B >

by Tmvironmentel Gcience iAssoclates, Inc.

result of our review cf vhis document wz offer the follewing commeniz Lhsh sre

is 3
identified by Section numb

-—

s I~5 and Z?.a~1 ; 3.3-1, pages I-H6 and 17.3-16; 3.0-1,
; 3.D-1, pages I-9 and T7.3-22; Mitizatione.

\..)

Sections: 3..-1, vzce
pages I-0 andé IV.2-19

Tn these sections reference is made to selsmc hzzards and mitizailons and T R1.
cuote a portion of the sections:

"Jecsuse of fire “azards associated with buildinz coll nee during cround shekinsz,
installation of 2 nr1n11 T system and a series of fi ire extin:als:="s would be
recuired."(Section 3,i-1) ' '

“would be recaired by the Town.” (fection 2.5-1)
"shall bé required by the fown." {Sectons B.C-1 =nd 3.D-1)
nd of quote. Underlining is mine zné refers to differances in the cuoted sections.

It should be notved that any seismic zction that would result in building or structur
collzpse would alsco cause the autometic sprirkler system to oe put oul of service
as such a system rould be attached to the bulldinz and on collao=e would become a
part of the rubble. Similarly, fire extinguishers are for use on incipient fires
and in a2 collapsed building or structure woul more than likely, not be accessible
or available and they too would become a vart o* the rudbble.

For the record, automatic sorinkler protection for bulldings or structures is
required by Section 10.306 (new structures) and Zection 10.306.1 (existing) of the
Uniform Tire Code as amended and adopted by the Board of Directors of ihe Colme Fire
District and has sbsolutely nothing what so ever to do with "fire hazards" that mey
e associated with eny building collapse. : E2

L -
Serving the L‘gi%corpora[ed Areas of:
Broadmoor Village. Garden Village, Sterling Park and the Incorporated Town of Colma
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Mr. Malcolm Carpenter -2- December 16, 1393
Lity Plammer .

Ze: Colma Zardroom Project
1 Do lIu..c .

¢ Colma, G4 94LOLL4

o

.

These sections require automatic sor'mkler nrobectlon in ALL building or suruciures
mesiing any of the following recu:.rement

A. 3uildings having 2 total floor area of three thousand {3,000) scuare feet or
more; or ' :

3., Buildings or structures thirty feet (‘40‘ } or more ir sight as defined in the
Uniform Building Codey or-

g C. 3u11d:mgs or structures three (3) steries or more irresvective of heighit; Or

| S

D. 111 Group 5 Occupszncies; or
T. 211 basements or cellzrs regardlecss of area; or

1

J F. Occupancies commonly re erred t0 as Mni-ttoraze, MiniwTarehouse, Self-Slorzge.

3 In “he case of the four (L) vroposed cardrooms referred to in this J.7.I.B., two (2°

i are _lready automatic sori rkler orotected (C and D) per the recuirements of %he
above quoted Section 10,3064, '

Yo - . R .

2. Refer to III Project Description-Gite A~Cypress Club:

On page TII-7, in the first paragravh it notes that du:':'_n,r: '.’has*= IT they will add 67,000
- square fest to the Clubhouse %0 accomodate 16 additional cardbables. Is ihis figure E3
(67,000) correct? :

i
b,

A

+ (a). 2efer to Page III-8, paragraph on Safety Features-Cite A:

Lm..m_’u

71 is recommended that the first paragraoh be amended io read as follows:

-

* fire protection system, as recuired by Section 12.305 of the Uniform Fire Code

:-e_l be installed. This zutomatic sprinkler system shall ve in zccordance with the

eq" ements of ¥.F.P.i. Pamphlet No. 13-1989. Such system shall be =acuipped with E4
Ter "lov alarm per Section 2.9 of NFPA Wo. 13 and Section 10.307 of the Uniform

wa
Tire Code.

(S
_.1 mog m

| ST
+

idd z peragraph 2 Lo read as follows:

1 "Because the distence to the nearest fire hydrant exceeds the maximum distance per-
mitted by the Uniform Fire Code, an on-site water s"stem, equipped with approved

fire hydrants, shall be provided in accordance with Section 10.301, in :.ts entirety, ES
as shown in the fire code. This water system 10 be supplied from the water main on

Eillside 3lvd.

S

Lo mad

. (b). Refer to Safety-Site 3-Page III-14:
Change: "Recuirements of the Fire Marshal"” to "Requirements of vhe Uniform Fire Cede B¢

.- (e). Refer %o Safety-Site D-Page ITII-24:
hance: "Pequirements of the Fire Marshal" to "Requirements of the Uniform Fire Code E7
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Ur. alcolm .u_r'oe:uer -2 : December 1%, 1993
City Plammer -
Re: Colma Cardroom Project

D.E.I.,

Colme, CA 9401L-

L. Defer Lo Project Objectives-Financial-Site 3, Page ITI-2L:

e would recommend that the proposed donmation of a2 Tire Truck mentioned in this para-— ES
graph be earmarked for the replacement of the Colma Fire Districts 1950 Aerial Ladder

™, 1 " .

LTTUCK»

5. Refer Lo Pz2ge IV.A-5, Site D sectiom:

This sectlon indicates that some parking is projected to be on the roof of the Cardroom
Bwilding. Much more information will be needed on this parking proposal. E9

€. (a). Refer to Page IV.M-2, Fire Proteciion Services:

In this section are commenits concerning the I.5.0. rating for Tire Departments.
One section in particular I quote as follows:

"The I.S.0. rating could improve if the TOMN were to hire full-time f:.*'ef:.:mlr:-:
versormel. (Colma 1987) °

This is an oversimplifica’zion of a very comolex issue andé the niring of full-time
firefighting personnel would not necessarily change the I.Z2.0. rating presently
enjoyed by the Fire District. There were items in the grading process thail had
novhing o do with persommel, either full-time or volunteer, that would also hav
to be resolved to bring about any possible change from the I.S.0. Class 5 rating.

Also, because full-time vs volunteer personnsl was mentioned in the above para- E10
craph and using sald persomnel 2s zn example we note the following:

To provide the same ratio of full-time firefighters as is now provided by ocur 25
volunieer firefighters, using the I1.3.0. grading formula, would require the Fire
District to hire nine (9) full-time firefighters.(ome for four ratio) It should
be noted that this number of full-time perﬁcrmel would not be zvailsble at all
times as they would more than likely be working regular shifts, possibly ithree (3)
versons to a shift. This hiring of nine (9) full-time persormel would not effect
the T.5.0. rating as it would merely be the equivalent of the oresent 35 wolunteer
nersonnel.

At the present time we get a response of from 12 to 30 of our members to an 2larm
and these pe“sonnel can man three pumper engines, one squad and one zerizl ladder
truck. Also, ten of our volunteers are certified TMTs w:.t.h three of these 2l=o
certified Perazmedics. .

That is quite a2 differance to three full-time persommel who could possibly man one
pumper engine or possibly the squad.

As to possible costs of providing full-time firefichters, the annual salariss for
each one could range from 336,000.00 to $48,000.00 and more PIUS benefits. (Medical
zand O'l;her insurance, ret:.re*nent T and/or zramedic incentive adJuSumems to nams
a few

For the Colma Fire District to have to do this would require that their opresent
budget be at least doubled which would be impossible given the present tax base

and sources of revenue. None of the avove figures includes the additiomzal costs

of vrovidinz each firefighter with aJi.}Zaequired safety equivment and uniforms.



LV |

NPT |

(W |

| T—

| S——

|OPR—

[N

[

S e emid | Seee———

S

Ltpiass wnd [ EE— |

Lt e

[

Mr. ¥alcolm Carpenter hm December 16,

(B
0
0
W

City Plamer
Fe: Colma Cardroom Project

D.E.T.2.

Colma, CA FLO1L . ' -

6. (a). continued . . . .

7

. This then becomes a matter of whether or not the vaxpayers of the Fire District
would be willing to pay. the added and continuing costs that would be necessary
o correct the items needing correction so as to bri z szhbout 2 possible Class IV
rating. It should alsc be noted that insurance rates for residentizl occupencies
would not change by anhy I.5.0. rating change, only commercial.

Colma Fire District maintains automatic aid and matual 2id agreements with fire
departments « « « . .

{b). On Page IV.M-2 in the last paragraph Please correct the first line that says the

The Colma Fire District does not have automatic aid agreements with any fire
departments at the present time. e do belong to the San Mateo County Mutual Aid
Program and respond on a predetermined plan %o 3risbene, Daly City, Pacifica, San
Bruno and South San Francisco, on an assimed basis and to the remainder of San
#ateo.as a wmit of the North San Mateo County Strike Team. e also provide Ell
equipment and persomnel to areas outside San HMateo County on recusst from the

Sen Mateo Coumnty 0.Z.S5. Coordinator. v

+ Refer to Impsct, M.A-2; Tmpact, M.B-2; Impact, M.C-2; Impact, M.D-2:
Notice is made in these items that and I cuote:

"Because the rinimm water pressure necessary o drive the automatic sprinkler system
is 1500 GPM, the project would not be granted a buildi 1z permit unless that minimm JE12
water pressure is provided. (Mullines 1993) {end of quote.) '

This is not the information thet was orovided as 3P and Pressure are two differant
items. : : : :

GPY refers to gallons per minute flow and means the number of zallons of water
that is provided in one minute. This GPH flow is determined by the available supply
the size of the water main and the pressure in PSI. - -

Pressure is ususlly given as pounds PSI which means per square inch and denoties
the pressure on the water within the container. (Pipe, tank ete)

Appendix ITIT-4A of the Uniform Fire Code provides the fire flow requirements for any
‘and 211 buildings. These requirements are based on the type of construction and the
total fire area in souare feet. o

Table III-i-A of the Uniform Fire Code notes the mimimum fire flow required for building
in accordance with the items showm above (construction type and square feet) and goes
from 1500 GPH up to 8000 GPM. 4in exception to the szbove table reads:
"The required fire flow may be reduced up to 757 when the building is provided
with an approved automatic spriniler system but in no case less than 1500 GPM."
{(end of quote)

As would be noted from the figures above, any fire flow recuirement exceeding 6000
PM could require more than 1500 GPM.

IIr-25
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#r. Halcolm Carpenter =5 December 16, 1993
City Plamner’
Re: Colma Cardroom Project

Do:-IoRo N .

Colma, CA 21011 .

7. contimued « « . &

It is noted here that the water supoly requirements for automatic sprinkler systems
are cazlculated with the formiles noted in N.F.?.A. Pamphlet No. 132 and teke into
account the total scuare foot area of the building, the height or number of stories,
the hazard classification of the facility based on the intended use, the number of
sprinkler heads to be supplied, the size, GPM flow and water opressure in the sureet
main or supoly source Sic.

Also, Zildins Perrits are issued by the local 3uilding Department, not the Fire

Department.
8. Refer to Pages V-5 and V-é:

This refers to Site T alternaiive and on Page 7-6 makes reference Lo "Jefferson' High
School: I believe this should be Z1 Cammino iHirh Echool.

I3

7f a necessity these comments sre limited and generszl reccmmendaticns for this stage of

s hd

the projzct. Hore detailed items will be forthcoring as soon as z final site and building

W amw

is selected.

e reserve the rizht fto alter, delste or reguest additional recuirements during future
nlan development or as construciion progresses and it should become necessary.

Mothing in this review shall be consirued zs encompassing structural integrity or as
sbrozating more restrictive requirements by other apencies having jurisdiction.

In the event you may have any cuesiions or if we can be of further assistance please czll

us at 415/755~5666.
Yery truly yecurs,

. y “
%%& éé s

Robert 2. Mullins
Fire Marshal-Ass'{ Chief

cc: 3osrd of Directors~CFD
City gr.-Town of Colma
File
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

TOWN OF COLMA, FIRE DISTRICT

Response

El; Comment noted. Mitigation Measure B.A-1, pages I-5 and IV.B-13 should be be revised

to read as follows:

"The existing building, if not already up to seismic safety design standards of the
Uniform Building Code and Uniform Fire Code, shall be brought up to code.
Future expansmn of the bu11d1ng shall also be done accordmg to Code Beeause-of

ofa sprmkler system and a series of ﬁre extmgulshers would be reqmrcd! as per
the Uniform Fire Code."

Mitigation Measure B.B-1, pages I-6 and IV.B-16 should be be revised to read as

follows:

"The proposed building shall be built according to the seismic safety design
standards of the Uniform Building Code and Uniform Fire Code. Future
expansion of the building shall also be done according to Code. The building shall
be constructed as a wooden light frame or reinforced concrete structure. Such
buildings perform well during ground shaking events due to their flexibility
(ABAG, 1986). Types of construction to be avoided include unreinforced
masonry, concrete, or stucco. However, even buildings designed to meet building
code specrﬁcatlons may stlil co]lapse dunng a seismic event. Beeatse-offire

sTreheE : d ; ; H aking;-linstallation of a
sprmkler system and a series of flre extlngulshers would be requ1red! as per the
Uniform Fire Code."

Mitigation Measure B.C-1, pages I-8 and IV.B-19 should be be revised to read as

follows:

"The proposed building shall be expanded and reconfigured according to the
seismic safety design standards of the Uniform Building Code and Uniform Fire
Code. However, even buildings designed to meet building code specifications

may still collapse during a seismic event. Beeause-of-firc-hazards-assoeiated-with
buﬁdmg—eeﬂapsedmmg—gretmd—shakmgﬂtnstallanon of a sprinkler system and a

series of fire extinguishers would be required, as per the Uniform Fire Code.

I1-27



II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

Mitigation Measure B.D-1, pages 1-9 and IV.B-22 should be be revised to read as

follows:

"The proposed building shall be constructed according to the seismic safety design
standards of the Uniform Building Code and Uniform Fire Code. However, even
buildings designed to meet building code specifications may still collapse during a
seismic event. The building shall be constructed as a wooden light frame or
reinforced concrete structure. Such buildings perform well during ground shaking
events due to their flexibility (ABAG, 1986). Types of construction to be avoided

are unremforced masonry, concrete, or stucco. Beeause-of-fire-hazards-associated

afetirg;-Iinstallation of a sprinkler system

and a series of f1re extmgulshers would be reqmred! as per the Uniform Fire

E2, Comment noted. Please see response to comment E2.

E3. Comment noted. On page III-7, the first paragraph should be revised to read as follows:

A two-phased work plan is proposed. Phase one would take place between the
summer of 1993 and the winter of 1994. It would include the remodeling of the
existing club house into a 24-table cardroom, cocktail lounge and a snack bar, the
development of two new parking lots (177 spaces and 47 spaces), and the
installation of additional landscaping, irrigation, lighting and signage, a loading
dock, and retaining wall. The pro shop would be moved to the north end of the
existing parking lot. Phase two would take place in the summer of 1995 and
would add 6766086.000 square feet to the club house (for 16 additional card
tables), and a 150-space parking lot.

E4. Comment noted. On page III-8, the first paragraph should be revised as follows:

"A fire protection system, as required by Section 10.306 of the Uniform Fire Code

shall be installed. This automatic sprinker system shall be in accordance with the b

requirements of N.F.P.A. Pamphlet NO. 13-1 uch system shall be equipped |

é& . —
with a waterflow alarm per Section 2.9 of NFPA No. 13 and Section 10.307 of the ' “*'
Uniform Fire Codg bﬁe&eﬁ-&ﬁ%&eﬂﬁfe&%ﬂmﬁdﬁe—mfaﬂﬁ%
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ES.

E6.

E7.

ES8.

E9,

II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

Comment noted. (On page I11.8, the following paragraph should be added following the
first paragraph on that page:

"Because the distance to the nerarest fire hydrant exceeds the maximum distance Add 4o
daa o

rmitted by the Uniform Code. an on-site wat tem, equi with approved b s
ire hydrant all be provided in accordance with Section10.301. in its entiret exT.
as shown in the fire code. This water system to be supplied from the water main

on Hillside Blvd."

Comment noted. On (f)age II1.14, th¢ second sentence of the first paragraph under the

"

Safety - Site B" headlng should be revised as follows:

"The building would also be equipped with an approved sprinkler system per the < haaqe
requirements of the Uniform Fire CodeFire-Marshat." e

Comment noted. On page II1.24, the first sentence of the first paragraph under the

-
Safety - Site B" heading should be revised as follows:

"The cardroom would be fitted with appropriate fire safety equipment meeting all

specifications and regulations of the Uniform Building Code and the Uniform Fire Cﬁ a‘AJ b
CodeFire-Marshat." et

Comment noted. On page III%> the%paragraph should be revised as follows:
S Sea Top - 1T - 2.8

"The applicant expects gross revenue from the project to be approximately $15.5

million the first year of operation, $23 million the second year and $26.7 million

the third year. Expected tax revenue to the Town of Colma would subsequently be
approximately $1.45 million the first year, $1.8 million the second year and

$3.5 million the third year. The proposed project would also donate a fire truck

and two police patrol cars to the Town of Colma after two years of profitable

operations. The donated fire truck should be earmarked for replacement of the ).\Li o
Colma Fire District's 1950 Aerial Ladder Truck. -The project would be expected dent
to create 350 new jobs. Colma residents would have first priority to the _

employment opportunities. A free shuttle service to and from work would be

available to Colma residents employed by the project. See Table III-4 for a

comparison of projected revenues among the proposed sites and other cardroom

facilities."

Comment noted. The second and third sentences in the fifth paragraph on page IV.A-5
have been revised to read (old text is ined-threugh, new text is double underlined):

"Parking would be located adjacent to and on the roof of the cardroom building.

The adjacent parking would be on the approximately 80 foot wide strip. Views of ” i
the rooftop parking would be shielded through the use of high cardroom walls. ; '_I‘L'

Exd]
r
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

Additional parking for patrons would be located on an adjoining 1.6-acre parcel to
be leased from the San Francisco Water Company."

E10. Comment noted. On page IV.M-2, the last sentence of the first paragraph under "Fire

Protection Services" should be deleted and the paragraph should read as follows:

"The Colma Fire Protection District is comprised of 35 volunteer firefighters and a
part-time Fire Marshal - Assistant Chief. The District responds to calls within the-
Town limits as well as to some surrounding areas of unincorporated San Mateo
County. The District Fire Station is located north of the Town near San Pedro
Road at Reiner and Mission Streets. Given the Town's 1990 population, this
represents a service ratio of approximately one volunteer firefighter for every 22
residents. The District operates four engines and ancillary equipment: three 1,500-
gallon per minute capacity engines; one 1,000-gallon per minute capacity reserve
engine; one ladder truck with a 75-foot aerial ladder; and, one squad car (Mullins,
1993). Average response time to calls for service in the Town is three to five
minutes. Colma's fire protection services are rated a "V" on the I - X (best to
worst) Insurance Service Office (ISO) scale. The ISO rating is based on available
water supply, manpower and equipment and is used to establish fire insurance

rates pald by local res:dents and busmesses The—I—Se-r&t-mg—eeiﬂd—rm-pfeveﬂf—ehe

Ell. Comment noted. On page IV.M-2, the second paragraph under the "Fire Protection

Services" heading should be revised as follows:

v Pa i outh-SanFraneiseoand Brisbane TherlmaFtr
Dlstnct belongs to the San Mateo Countx Mutual Ald Program and responds to
pre-determined plan to Brisbane, Daly City, Pacifica, San Bruno and South San
Francisco on an assigned basis, and to the remainder of San Mato as unit of the
North San Mateo County Strike Team. The Colma Fire District also provides

equipment and personnel to areas outside San Mateo County on request from the
San Mateo County O.E.S. Coordinator. Autematie-aid-agreements These mutual

aid programs provide for an-autematie response to structural fires in areas
immediately adjacent to the jurisdiction's boundary. Mutual aid agreements
provide service anywhere in the neighboring jurisdiction when that assistance is
specifically requested. Fire protection services to the San Bruno Mountain Park,
which is immediately north and east of Colma, is provided by the California
Division of Forestry. The Colma General Plan recommends that if the need for a
future station arises (either through dissolution of the existing fire District or
station, or if an additional branch station is desired), the Town should locate it on
Hillside Boulevard in the vicinity of Serramonte Boulevard (Colma, 1987)."
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II. Written Comments and Responses - Agency

E12. Comment noted. The last sentence of the first paragraph under impac-t M.A-2 on page
IV.M-12, impact M.B-2 on page IV.M-17, impact M.C-2 on page IV.M-22, and impact
M.D-2 on page IV.M-26 should read as follows:

"The proposed project would be subject to design review and approval by the
Colma Fire Protection District before any project approval may be granted by the
Town. Design review would ensure compliance with all local and regional safety
and fire codes, and would allow the District to make specific design
recommendations to maximize the safety features of the project. The proposed
project would also be required to maintain a fire-sprinkler system pursuant with
local fire codes. (Mullins, 1993) According to Appendix ITI-A of the Uniform Fire

Code. minimum fire flow required for a a building depend on the type of ; \vew e
construction and the total square fogtage gf the fire area. Regmred fire flow may ’;E%‘«T‘

II-31



